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kind of public policy, however, explained only, as Hancock
remarks, as a remainder from the time when the common
law jurisdictions "dimly perceived" the conflicts problem.111
The consequences in the courts of Canada are deterrent ex-
amples.112 American and Continental lawyers alike claim
that a state which assumes to regulate conduct carried on upon
its soil ought to concede a corresponding power to all other
states. While a state may refuse to apply in its criminal courts
any criminal law other than its own, such an exaggerated ex-
tension of public policy in matters of private law contradicts
the very idea of conflict of laws.
111 HANCOCK, Torts 88.
112 HANCOCK, Torts 89, sufra n. 57.